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The {lA-j ournalismlis

1t you were readmc a news story by a
vforexgn correspondent for an American
newspaper, and you found out he was
working on the side for the Central Intel-
ligence Agency, wouldiyou lose confi-
dence in the integrity of his reportmg"

That was an issue that. erupted unex-
pectedly last week: when: CIA director
Stansiield Turner addressed a session of
the American Socxety of’ Newspaper Ed- o
itors in Washington. = _ =

The CIA changed its regulatmns in 1977, .
to prohibit the use of American journal-&
ists for secret’ mtelllgence ‘operations. P
But Adm. Turner -disclosed ‘last. week%:.
there are exceptxons to-that rule. He-sai
that on three occasions he personally had
approved the use: of joumahsts-as CIA
agents. L BT

Turner said none had camed out intel
ligence -assignments " because circum
stances had changed by the time. those—.-
‘assignments were to. have been carried -,
out. He wouldn’t say what the assign- =
ments were, or who was involved, but it: "~
was the first time it became known there -
was aloophole inthe CIA. regulations:

A. M. Rosenthal, executive editor of the:
New York Times, led the editors’ assault
on the practice of using American corre-
sondents as agents of the CIA. :

. “You have put into question the real
purpose of American;foreign correspono
dence,” Rosenthal told Turner. *“And-yov' - -
have cast doubt on the ethical position.of
every American correspondent abroad.’}, 2

Turner was aghast.-He told Rosentnar"
he thought editors who believed that were -
“‘nawe " And he, sald “I don’t*unde_

Clearly what oncemed'“the edxt

that a correspondenbwho worked:for theé- -

CIA on' the side might warp or. withhol
news of major developments w“accom-
modate hxs CIA employers, undercuttmg i
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< dients for reaching a full understandmg
of complicated internationalevents. .

.ment, a: correspondent opens the possxbll-
[itythatthe government will pressure him?

to report:falsely ‘or withhold news on the|
“threat of disclosure.of previous

- ling, itstill is'a dilemma for an American-

__.txvated #to -help:his’ government without

¥ There is o instant answer..An Ameri-
can correspondent who moves about tree-

“ly in a foreign nation oftenis in a posxtwn*
to acquire mformatxon unavaxlab)e to the

the responsxblhty of his newspay]
ployers.

STAT

Also, if it became known that a corre-]
spondent was cooperating with the ClA, 1t1
would cast distrust and susplcxon on all .
American  correspondents- “:: working-
abroad, shutting off their sources of infor-
mation and hampering their abxlity tore-
port fully and objectively.

The losers in this smxatxon would be the
* readers.of their newspapers.who would
be deprived of all'the available ingre-

“There is yet another consxderatlon ‘By.
‘becoming a handmaiden to-the govern-

.coopers
. . R . “v
ation. .13 P R s
- While these reasons may seem compel-

. news reporter working abroad who is mo-

comprormsmg his own integrity.., - .

CIA s

Should he share that mformatxon with
his govemment” Not for ‘pay, we believe.
But if it'is'a pxece of a .gigantic jxgsaw
- puzzle that would affect the nation’s secti-*

. rity; or: -become. ammgredxent .of a top-"
i level. d_ecxsxon, we ‘believe it must be s

asy access to the top echelons of gove
ment.under such circumstances: - :

. ly affected byit..

pondent’s- editors; 'most of ‘whom: have~

Arfarm’s-length Telationship. between 1
epress ‘and the government is'a cmcla}—
*,.;.component- of . our- system.-But. it—.should_
‘not be so blind that the natmn Is’ avers



